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THE PiESIDENT: The Tribunal have given careful and prolonged attention to 
the consideration of the documents offered by Dr. Siemers on behalf of the 
Defendant Raeder; and they, therefore, do not wish the documents which they 
propose to admit to be read, because they have already read then 

I will now deal with the documents individually. 

Document 66 is admitted for the purpos " argument, and not as evidence, 

Document 101 is denied, 

Documents 102 to 105 are admitt 

Document 106 is denied, 

Document 107 is 


4. 


Document 39 is 
Document 6 
Document 64 is 
Document 99 is 
Document lOO is admitted, 
its 102 and 107 are 
Document 38 is denied, 
Document 50 is denied, 
Document 55 is denied, 
Document 5&6 is denied, 
Documents 29, 56, 57, 60, and 62 are denied. 
I should have included in that group Document 28, wi 
Documents 31, 32, 36, 37, and 39 are denied. 
Document 41 is admitted, 
Document 99 has already been denied, and document 101 has already been der. 
Document 59 is admitted, 
Document 68 is denied, 


Document 70 


Document 72 is denied, 
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Document 74 is denied, 

Document 75 is admitted, 

Document 77 is admitted, 

Document 79 is admitted 

Document 80 is admitted, 

Document 84 is admitted, 

Document 85, which is on page 82 of Volume 5, is admitted, 

Document 8&7 is denied, 

Document 88 is admitted, 

Document 91 is awiuitted, 

Document 13 is admitted, 

Document 27 is admitted. 

The Presecution may, if they wish it, apply to cross examine the witness 
who made that document, 

THE TRIBUNAL (lr, Biddle) That is Admiral Boehme, 

THE PRUSIDENT: Admiral Boehme, ves, 

Document 6&3 is admitted, 

Document 34 is admitteca, 

Document 48 is denied, 

lave I gone too quickly for you, Dr. Siemers? You have the last few? 

DR, SIMMERS: Yes, I heard everything. 

IR, DCDD: Mr, President, yesterday afternoon the Tribunal asked that we 
ascertain the origins, if possible, of Yocument 1014 PS, rone question was raisy 
about it by Dr, Siemers, It is U.-.4, Hxhibit No. 30. 

I have had a search made, and I have some information that we are prepared 
to submit concerning this document, 

I should like to point out that 1014 PS amd 796 PS and I-3 are documents 
all concerning this same speech made 2t Obersalzberg on the 22nd of august, 193; 
They were offered in evidence by lir, slderman of the americen staff on the 26th 
day of November, 1945, 

I should like to point out that L-3, to which Dr, Siemers made reference 
yesterday, was offered only for identification, as the record shows, for the 
proceedings of that day on the 26th of November, and has received the mark U.S,, 
Exhibit No, 26 for identification only. lir. Aldermann pointed out, as appears i; 


ase 
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the record, that he was not offering it in evidence, that it was a paper which 


came into our hands originally througl. the services of a newspaperman, and that 
later on, the documents 79& PS and 1014 PS were found among captured documents. 


They referred to the same speech in Obersalzberg, liv, Aldermann offered those 


two at that time, 
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Now Document 789 P.S, U.S.A. 29, and Document 1040 P, S., U.S.A. 30, were 
found by the forces of the United States in this fashion: 
They had been taken from the 0. K. WW. Headquarters in Berlin and 
course of various journeys in those days, before they finally arrived 
one place, they were stored at various places by the 0, K. W., under the 
control of General Winters of the German forces, and they were transported in 
three railway trains to Solfelden in the Austrian Tyrol. Subsequently, General 
Winters ordered that all documents in his possession be turned over to the 
d forces and they were, and these particular docurents, together with other 
were turned over by General Wi s and his staff, and on the 2lst day 
1945, they were removed from Solfelden from under the control of Genera) 
Winters and taken to the tuird U.S, Docusent Center at hnich, and while at 
Munich they were catalogu ed by Depsrtment G-2 of tne American Expeditionary 


Forces with the assistance of Clerks from the O. K. We. and O. K. H., and on the 


16th of Yune, 1945, these documents, with others, were removed by six trucks 


from the Headqu s of the Third Ars at limich, and were taken to the U.S. 
Group Control Council No, 32 at Secienheim, Germany, which wes located in the 
former offices of the I, G, Farben Company, and were plzced on the third floor 
of the building and kept under guard between the 16th of June, 1945 and the 
30th of fjugust, i945. 

The task of coluecting, assorting ai embling and cataloguing 
documents was carried out uncer the su icn of the British Colonel Austin, 

Supreme Court and the G-2 Docuwsent Division of the 

Intelligence Section, 6889 Berlin Docuuent Section and the British Eneny 
Document Unit and the British Militery Intelligence Research Section, beginning 
from the 5th day of July,19 45, and continued until the 30th of August, 1945. 

These documents were screcned at this place by members of the staff of the 

ed States Chief Counsel, and Licutenant Margolis who is here in the court 
room, and members of his staff, personally picked these documents out of our 
file 789 P. S. and 1040 P, S. from the captured files, and locked them in the 
document room where they heve leept under strict secwrity ever since, 

Now, that is the hist: of these documents ebout which Dr, Siermrs 


raised a question yesterday, a considerable questinn, and inferred there wa 


something strange about their contcnts, and I think the statemmt as given ova 
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the signature of Liéutenant Commander Hofer? clearly establishes the source 
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they have been ever since, and I think it is only foir to say that 


} 


Siemers pointed out this language as having been extremely harsh and 
attributed to Hitler, these docwients show they were actully talking 


ib aggressive war, end the reading of the documents by the Tribunal will show 


surprised to find my friend is sensitive about the language, but I think the 


’ in the case thus far shows that not only were these things said but 


were done, 





HO134 - 


fay it please the Court. No doubt it is a mistake in transla- 


understood Document 106 had been rejected the first tine. 


+ OU 


THE PRESIDENT: I did not hear the nwaber, 


DUBOST: We understood 106 had been rejected the first time and admitted 


the group 102 to 107. 
WT: I am afraid it was my mistake. I did say that tho group 102 


ane 


to 107 were itted, but I have also said 106 was rajected and it is 


rejected, 
It is ontiroly my mistake 56 is rejected. 
DUSOST: 106 is thrown out and 102 to 1O7 are also rejected are they? 


RESIDE! N Iwill state the exact number: 103, 104, 105 and 107 
B) 3 


Very good. li resident, we want to offer further explanations 


on 102 to 107 during tho ceurse of tha proces 


proc: dine ‘Se 


say just one other thine concerning the 


course, have no doubt now either that the way these 
they were found was absolutely correct, and ir, Dod 
spoke only important is the following: 


¥ihno Yr one i ‘ind out in what connection thes- documents wore vith other 


documents W 


were documents belon; 


ing to & certain Adjuta 
pers or tozother with the Sehriundt instence, wore to- 
gethor with the Schuundt doeunents it the Adjutant, 


mr Wa TH Mi. Paty ct eae 
TH) PRESIDENT: That‘'all goes 


ht of the document, doesn't it. No 


docunont which is signod has nore weight than a document which is not 


ned. All of those inal will take into account when consid 


documents, but thr adn: Wontely f the document depends upon it's being a 


mont Lound and captured, 
lr. President, I only want to Say this, because I 
the Amorican 


ole gation misunderstood ry motion concerning the documant, 


reproaching the manner in which the docunont was handled or found, but I 
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doubtful among which papers 


documents 


continue with 


Py | re | ox de D 
defendant Racder? 





Mo 


Q Grand Admiral, we have a few last questions concerning the conspiracy. 


I believe we can finish with the questions entirely. I ask you to look at the 


Docunent C,155, That is G. B. 214. In document book 10, page 2h, 
of the British Delegation, page 24, It is your handwriting of the 11 June 
1940, and a letter which was sent to 74 Navy and which the Prosecution 


has called a document of justification, The Prosecution wants to deduct from 
that that already in the swamer of 1933 you knew that a war was to be exn pected, 
I should like you to speak very briefly, 

A There is manifold proof to show that I was not expecting a wor until 
the fall, at ail, and in view of the smail extent of rearmament of Germmy was 
quite natweal. I have mentioned that in my speech before the U-bo ficers 
clearly and distinctly that we could not count on it. 

what was the ccuse for that writing, for that letter? 

cause. was that a number of torpedo boats had occurred which had to 
be explained by the fact that also these torpedoes were not quite perfectly 
developed such as it should be at the beginning of a war, would have to be at 
the beginning of a war, And furthermore, the cause was that the officers, now 


Fs 4. 1 


celieved, many of them did so, that 


e 


been more cor i i the submarine fo { 1 | been developed as 


strongly as possible so that this weapon at least should b ady in case a 

war should break out at the earliest possible moment; nd Djected to that 

opinion, and with the reason that we did not have to expect such a war. And on 
in the second 

Fuchrer hoped until the end to avoid or postpone 

with England until 1944 or 19! I emphasize here I am speaking of a menacing 

dispute, The menace of a ‘ i nething one doesn't at all desire, We 

were rather afraid of it, 

n 


Q There is another key docunon hat is, 789 P.S., U. S, 23, the very 


spec made by Hitler on the 23rd November '39 before the cosimanders in 


The docunent, Mr, President, is in docwzent 10-A on 
page 261, 261, Book 10-A. Again this is the Hitler speech of which one 


doesn't know who recorded it, and just as with the other documents, I do not 


have to speak about that point; sign-ture and date, that is. 
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I only would like to ask you, did that speech also have a definite 
ckground, a definite thought of 
A Yes, There was at that time a severe conflict between Hitlor and the 
Commander in Chief of the Army, and a ciffcrence of opinion also with 


leading Genorals concerning the offensive under way, and the Fucnrer 


all the various leaders in order to give them his opinion about all these 


matters. He cxplained -- and + wus present myself -- that up to that tire 


he } al eC eht in his decisions, 
an off ensive had to be ste wted n tue fa ¥ NO ek rocco. i 1 been 
proved correct, Again, he used very harsh words, | a in the third paragraph 


a P +h eens Ae | A at ea bea iS Ce ae ee | 
last of the document "I shall destroy cveryone who is against me. 


rs 


weather 


4 a 
tne war 


2end June 


' 


because thet document contained 


cnt or tnat aLirectlve 


cdelin=ve imecttion, 


Litt Gz ISLON: 


A 
A 


Oe & definite 
cleared up, ccrtas 


re aa) } 
Wire th ior our 
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training ships which used to go out and put to sea in summer should put to sea 


or whother they 


or bioy should await that decision, which should be made in the begin- 


ning of August. And in connection with that order I issued the order pertaining 


to that docuient of the 2nd August to tho individual higher Navy officer; that 
is an oporative decree, for the use of Atlantic Submarines in the Gase Woiss; 

i may be permitted to read the first 1 oS, because the wording is inportant 
"Attached are operational directions xcr tho employment of U=boats which are to 
the Atlantic, by the way of precaution, in the event of the in- 

out "Fall Weiss" romaining uncharged, Flag Officer of U-boats 

Operation Ordors 2 August. A decision on the sai- 

Ueboats for tho Atlantic will probably bo made at the middle of August. 


directions must, if the Operations are not od ou > destroyed by 


ocautionary meoasura 


Adyetpral 


AQIIPal, you hes wnat Hitler assured you, and that you spoke to 


particularly a war against Englar, 


on the cane about. Aftor 


tler about that Question? 


morning, I believe about 11 -- I cannot 


Lnto the Reichschancellory =- the S.K.N. had 
had been recoived fron England and France 


porsons wore as omble 


that Deputy VaS prosente I could not say wh 


I noticed particularly thet Hitler w Spoak= 


io that against all of his hopes, now war agains England 
mriinent, since tho ultimatun had been received, It was an express embarassn 


as I had never noticed fron Hitlor. 


Q I com: now to tho Q@pproach mado by 


the Prosecution, tho accusation thai 
you, Admiral, agroed with National Socialism and sponsorod it greatly. 
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also be permitted:to sak the Tribunal to look at Docue 
ment Del which G.B 215 in Docunen’ 
BY DR. 
als with the oath of civil sorvants and tho oath of soldiors. Th 
Prosocution with reference to this docwient ha explained that you, Admiral, on 
© August '3h od with special ecromonies, took an oath on Adolf Hitler, 
not the nation. In the protocol, that is the transe eript 2719, tho English 
transeriot 2719, tho German transcript 
"Tho Tribunal will soo that Racder in his oat put tho Fuchroar in the place 
country", 
not understand and I wi k you to oxplain, to toll mo whether 
that you == or whether you had an j hanging of tho sath fro: 
cannot uncerstband that accusati t Ll. The entirs matter was 


Ceremony and I cannot understand 


ot al - 1 +3 cs a 2 t Aveta a * . aay eed 
i MaKe a Ste uc ste. nai its) @ i ? VAL von Blom C 89 


August, 


sia Syne Sx 48 a ened. Pek 3 = s 
WY aro. in Avs ud ind Hitler askad u O come to his 


Awaed-Fircoes read to peated that 
writting of that oath, Nobody askod us to 
It would have been quite unusual. Tho oath roforred to the person of Hitler 
Never been an vath to the country as far as the words wore coneorned, but 
the Weimar 
Constitution, and the third oath on tho person . he Chi of State and Supreme 
rmod Forces -~- Hitler, In all three 


vtry,. That is a mattor of course. 
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Q Admiral, when you were ordered to that meeting on 2 August, dic you know 
before what it was to deal with? 
A .ell, I should assume so, that through the Adjutant's Office information 


, 


had been sent to my Adjutant that I should come there and that it would have to 
. J 


Go with the taking of the oath; but I could not state with certainty now, I shou! 


assume so, 


the morning after the death of Hindenberg? 


he day after the Leath of Hindenberg? 


r 
L 


Jid you know about the wordi:; of the oath? 


iiss 
No, but it was written on a pisce of pape I should assume that we 


were informend about the wording befor 


that the wording is 


contained in the document that 


Prosecution asserts that on 30 January, 1937, you became a péorty member by re- 


¢viving the Golden Party Emblem, ould you speak briefly about this point which 


ed .in otherrcases before’ 


men the Fuchrer gave me the Golden Party Mablem he said, specifically, 
highest decoration which he could give at the time, I could 
y tember at all because it had been 


the Party, That was guncrally known and therefore that 
be understood, 
fhe membership of soldiers was prohibited by the constitution? 
~cS, ..ay I say one more thing about it. It was prohibited both by the 
ur Constitution and also according to the deerees w Hitl i issued, 
Q Were you in opposition to the Party on account of your Cristian and 
which was very well known, and how did that work out? wid you 
any difficulties with the Party on account of that? 


A Generally, I had no more difficulties with the Party, which T think is 


explained by the fact that the Navy had a suitable amount of prestige in 
arty, such as this, in Germany, ictic which occured were always taken 

care of by higher officers in cooperation with the respective Party officers, 
were more important they came to my attention and I took care of then; 
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if they only 


same) 


relation soon worked 


lon, s 


concerned with the sea and only in t 


£i 


lly everything was concerned with 
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shrough the personality of 


Court haa 


aly cate Son 
Ins Ms 


times, on various occasions, 


no conscque 


"7.2 


itself 


most Case 


ontionins 
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necessary of 


Party 
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url oc + os ; 14 
wes not i at Ss the bt outstrndinge 


z eid 


the expose which I have submitted I should 1i 


are built on the ignorance of men 


cnaren ee et ; : oA p } PK ent alee ch oe , a 3 : 
ignorance of as « ep the populstion as possiblic, as only in th 


people do not learn anythi 


for below 


soothsayers and sw rs 


5 ¢ Y Ss 
moved, 
ovcr 


individual 


Qnr 
Boh 





ence HUQ 


H0134 - 0016 


this you and the Commander=in-chief of the an 


Army were equal 


1e Prosecution asserts that therefore you were 


and were permitted to partici, 
did pn ‘tc, is that correct? 


Reich inister, but only ccuivalent 


7 . 14 -=n4 | "wane om j a ba! 
reason I believe until was made equal 


beenuse in the execution of the activities of th 


4i 


be on the same level with them in 


yarticipate ins 


motters hed to b 


‘a a 
OUD Lb 


f a oF 4. cer 


in erder to 


S Ome 


who was leaving, and in order to ret 


consulte in 


Council ni 


TQ29 \ tae 
+7I7e YOU Fave 


ah: wl Li u of 


ernetionzi Jew 


only in 


Like’ t 
pook, No 


da ae oh ae a : 
the Prosecution has 


y. I in doing so guote a few short scntcnces 





0 


juot:tion of 


Shortly before quotation of 


Ke has returned sclf-confidence 
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worlde 
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I believe that that is sufficient, 
DR. SIEMERS: May I point out to the High Tribunal that in 
the English translation, on page 236, as far as Il remember, one sentence 


was underlined. That is: "Thus, Wehrmacht and Sarty become one indivis- 


ible entity." The Prosecution has submitted that. Other than that, noth- 


ing is underlined. In reality, in the original, many other passages are 
underlined, particularly those sentences which Admiral Raeder has just 
read which deal with peace, 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Admiral, the Prosecution has accused you in relation with all 
the political acitivities of ‘ational Secialism. therefore, I am compelled 


4% 


to ask you briefly concerning your participation in actions in those 
countries where one wouid certainly be surprised to hear of any participa- 
tion by the navy, 

In what way were you connected with-the measures cx 
annexation of Austria? 

A The Navy had nothing to do with the Anschluss of Austria at all. 
It did not take part in any way. 

Q “id you make any preparations? 

A Noe In the case of Austria, no preparations 
case of Austria was mentioned in Document C-157, but that dealt only with 
the cirective for the unified preparation of the armed forces for war, 


DR. SIEMER 


this document, 

A It deals with a list, which, according to my knowledge, is made 
in every state for every year, according to the political situation, of 
those cases which in the course of the year may arise and for which, of 
course, certain preparation have to be made. For the navy, however, that 
document had no consequences as far as Austria was concerned, 

THE PRESIDENT: I am not sure that we have the reference to that 
right. It came through, I thought, C-157, US 69, 10-4, and then I did not 


get the page, 
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DR. SIEMERS: Page 117. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is that C-157 or 175? 

DR. SIEMERS: C-175. 

BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Therefore, are we concerned here with the continuous preparate- 
ions for various eventualities? 

A Yes; that is, cases mentioned here, for instance, th 
Rot and the special case, Case Gruen. All these had to be dealt with, 
without their having to have any consequences. 

DR. SIEMERS: ir. President, in that connection I wanted to 
submit various documents, Raeder exhibits, from which it can he seen that 
the same type of preparations, being necessary for strategic reasons, 
were also undertaken by the Allies--only to show the necessity. At this 
moment I should like to forego that because I can not determine so quickly 
which one of these documents are approved and which ones e admitted 
and which ones have been rejected. May I do that in the end, in order 
that no misunderstanding may occur now by my stating the wrong figures? 
DR. STEMERS : 

Q In what way did you and the navy participate in measures con- 
cerning the Sudetenland? May + ask you to look at the document of the 


Prosecution 388-PS. 


e DR. SIEMER It is US 126—-No, excuse me--US-26. It can 


be found in the document book of the British Delegation, 10-A, page 147. 
It is a draft for a new directive Gruen of 20 May 1938. 

A Yes, I have the directive right here. It is of 20 May 1938 
for the Navy. 

"The ‘avy participates by the use of the Danube flotilla in the 
¢perations of the army. That flotilla is put under the command of the 
“upreme Commander of the Army. As regards the conduct of naval warfare, 
at first only those measures are to be taken which appear to be necessary 
far the careful protection of the North Sea and the Baltic against a 
suddenvintervention in the conflict by other states. These measures 
must be confined to the absolutely necessary and have to be carried out 
independently." 


~9827- 
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‘he entire course of ation at the end of September and beginning 


of Yetober made the special measures unnecessary, so the Danube flotilla, 
which we had taken over from Austria, was put under the command of the 
grmye 

% “hat was the size of the Danube flotilla? 


A It ceonsisted of same river craft, one gun boat, a small one. 
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Q In what way did you and the navy participate in the preparations 
for the occupation of the remainder of Czechoslovakia, asit is said in 
document C-136, US 10h, document book of the British dele gation, page 101. 
It is of 21 October 1938, and the Prosecution points out that, according to 
that, in October you had already been informed about Czechoslovakia; that 
is, in March, as it really happened -- that it was supposed to be occupied. 
Jill youplease tel”. us something about that? 

A That direction at first looks suspicious, but the manner in which 
it is drafted shows that that acain is for eventualities. Point One 
the securing of the border on the frontiers of Germany and protection 
surprise air attackse 

Points Two and Three are liquidation of the remainder of Czechoslovakia 
and occupation of the Memel land 

Number Two, on the liquidation of the remainder of Czechoslovakia, 
contains as its first sentence: 

"Tt must be possible to smash at any time the remainder of 
Czechoslovakia if her policy shovlc become hostile toward Germany." 


That is the prerequisite for any action against Czechoslovakia, and 
therefore, it was not sure at all, 
In the same manner, under Nunber 
of the Meme and where 
"The political situation, particularly complications between Poland and 
lithuania, may make it appear desirable that the German armed forces should 
occupy the ifemel Lande" 
DRe STEMERS: May I point out that, according to my document, this 
part that the witness has just read is missing in the English translation, 
so that you do not look for it and not find it. 
BY DRe SINTERS: 
So here again this is =. eventuality? 
Yese 
On 3 September 1°39, at the beginning of the war, the "Atheniatt 


was sunk From the military point of view, that case has already been 


clarified by Dre Kranzbuehler, but I should like to hear your position and 
* 3 


-9829— 
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explanation of the incident as commander in chief of the navy and with 


ase, has raised a very severe and insulting accusation, the accusation that 
you purposely and in violation of the rules, made England and Churchill 
responsible for the sinking of the "Athenia", although you knew perfectly 
well that the "Athenia' had been sunk by a German U-boat. As proof, the 
Prosecution has submitted the article of 23 October 1939 from the 
Voelkischer Beobachter. 

DRe SIEMERS: Mr. President, that is Number 3260-PS, GB 218, document 

book 10 of the British Delegation on page 97. 
BY DRe SIEMENS: 
Q I should like you to clarify that point. 
manding officer of a submarine, the 
shin which had its 
lights dimzed and torpedoed it because he assuned by mistake that it was 
an auxilliary cruiser. 

In order to avoid misunderstanding, I should like tostate here that 
the considerations which have been mentioned here concerning the torpedoing 
of dimmed ships in the Channel did not play any part in the Naval War 
Command and that this commanding officer could not have known anything about 
these deliberations. He knewonly that auxilliary cruisers had their lights 
dimmed out, and he assumed that that was an awcilliary cruiser. 

He did not make any report. That was not necessary. The information 
that a German U-boat had torpedoed the "Athenia" was broadcase by the 
British radio, and during the night of the third to the fourth, it was 
received also by us and was transmitted to the various servicese 

In the morning of ) September we had that message in the Naval War 
Command, and I requested information as to how far our closest submarine was 
to the location of the torpedoing, and I was told 75 nautical miles. 

At the same time, State: Secretary von Weiszaeker in the Foreign 
Office, who had been a naval officer in the first world war, had found out 
that these things had occurred, and he made a telephone call to the Naval 
War Command, asking whether that was truee He did not speak to me personal? 


He..did not call me. 
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He received the answer that, according to our information, it could not 
righte He thereunon called the American Leration Secretary #= I believe 
(2 speak to him about this matter because the radio broad- 
also mentioned that several Americans had been killed during that 
and that from the first world war it was clear to him how important 
that no incident should occur with America. Therefore, he told him what 
found out from the Naval Yar Cwmend. I told the same thing personally 
to the American Naval Attache, Mr. Schrader, absolutely bona fides. I believe 
that I could tell him that in good faith because we had no other information. 
State Secretary von Weiszneker then, if I remember correctly, came to 
see me personally. We were very close to each other, and he told me that he 
had told the American Delegation Secretary; I believe he dide He had not 
called me personally. That concluded the case at firste 
The matter was such that if it had been reported in a formal way, we would 
not have had any hesitation in admitting it, giving the reason, and we would 
not have hesitated to apologize to the nations concerned, and the officer would 
have been punished. 
t reported about the incident also ° the Fuchrer's Headquarters, to the 
Fuchrer himself in his headquarters, to whom I reported that, according to 
ovr convictions, such a thing did not happen, and the Fuehrer ordered that it 
should bo denied, That was done by the Propaganda Ministry, which had been 
by my press departmente 
submarines returned on 27 September. 
STEVERS: Excuse me if I interrupt. That date, Mr. President, is 
ed by document GBe221, subm’iced by the Prosecution in document book 
110. Excuse mee 
submarine commander returned on the 27th September to Wilhelms=- 
Admiral Yoenitz has already déscribed how he received him and how he 
sent him to me immediately to Berlin in an airplane. 
The U-boat commander reported the entire incident to me and confirmed 
that it was © pure oversight, that only in the course of all these messages 
which he had heard had he found out that it had not been an auxilliary cruiser 


but a passenger steamer, a passenger liner. 


okey) 
-9831— 
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I reported these matters to th: Fuehrer because they could have severe 
political consequencese He decidec that since it had been denied once, we had 
to keep it utterly secret, not only abroad but also within official circles, 
government circles. Consequently, . was not in a position to tell State 
Secretary von Weiszaeker or the Prop ganda Ministry that the facts were 
difforente 

My order to the Flag Officer, U-boats was, first, that the affair had to 
be kept secret upon orders of the Fuehrer, second, on my part, no courtmartial 
would be ordered because the comman. ing officer acted in good faith and it was 
an accident; third, the further voli‘ical handling would be taken care of by 
the High Command of the Navy, as fa’ as anything had to be handled. 

With that the commanding offic + returned to Wilhelmshaven and Admiral 
Doenitz has already reported that k was punished. 

“o our complete surprise, abou’ one month later that article appeared in 
the Voelkischer Beobachter in whicl. “hurchill was accused of being the author 
of that incident. I did not know + thing about that article beforehand. I 
would certainly have prevented its appearance because it was absolutely im- 
possible that I know that our submarine had torpedoed that ship and that the 
opponent, the First Lord of the Aé ‘ralty, should be accused of that. 

I found out later that the orcor for such an article to be published was 
issucd by Hitler and camo down via the Reich Press Chief to the Propaganda 
Ministry and that the Propaganda Minister, as much as I was told, had himself 
drafted that articlo. 

Inter I could not do anything against it any more; I could not prevent it 


I hnve not scon it again, but one of my officers -- any one of my officers who 


Navy would have come to me and told »o that I should do everything to prevent 
its publication. Nothing could be done because four weeks had passed since th 
case was cleared up. 

Qe Admiral, you just said thet you had found out that Hitler knew about 


that article. Whe did you find out about that? 


~9832— 
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3 Ha np s ~, 
Here, from my coedefendant, Hans Fritzchee 
Not then? 


/ at alle 


> oat ah 
Tribunal will sit again at a quarter past two. 


recess was taken until 1415 hours.) 
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SIELER 3g your pardon, that is G35-194. 


VITINESS : This is sxtract from tl 


LO-A, p 


THE WITNESS: It says he.c, on the third page of the German version, 


the next but last paragraph, under tie date of 13 January, "Situation 


conference wih the Chief of the SKL." 


I beg your pardon, Mr, President. C-21 wis not 
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entirely translated by the prosccution. This document may te found in 
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document book under Raeder Exhibit No, 69, and I should like to 


herewith, 





H0134 - 0037 


17 MayoA-GhS-16~] 


Thts is to be found in Yocument Book IIT. 

THE PRESIDE Document Book F'I only goes to § 3 that right? It must 
be Document Book IV, 

DR. SIEMERS: There must be a mistake in the document book then. In the 
table of contents, Document 64 was the last one mentioned, 
there has been a supplement added. “+t is in Yocument Book 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

*. Pleas comment on this docunent. 

A. In the next but last paragraph, it says: 

"In complete agreement with this point of view, the Chief of the 
Operations Staff is therefore also of the Opinion that the most favorable 


solution would doubtless be the maintenance of the present situation, which 


wegian territorial waters for the shivo 
out the attempt beir 
scaelane," 
report tc the Fuchrer 
had 
pictured the dangers which might res fe from a 
bases on the Norweria: ast, which would affect our entire wer effort, dangers 
which I considered tremendouse had the feeling that occupation by England 
would work out to the greatos etrimeng to our carrying on the war. 

If the British could have had bases in } Norway, especially inthe South 
Norway, from those points they would have beon able to dominate the entrance 
the East Soca, as v a8 our naval operations out of the Germm Bay, and 

at was the second exit which we hnde They would hare hampered the operations 
f battleships as well as our merchantmen. 

Jn addition to that, from their air bases in Norway they could attack our 
air operations for recomaisance in the North Sea for attacks against England. 
They could have hampered us in all of these 

Furthermore, from Norway they could cxert a strong pressure on Sweden, an¢ 
that pressure would have been felt in this respect, that the supplies of ore 


would have been eut down or would have stopped entirely on the basis of politie 


3L:3 
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pressure. Finally, the export of ore from Narvik to Germany could have been 
stopped entirely, and since we know how much Germany depended on supplies of 
ore from Sweden and Norway, this was a very important point. They might have 
even gone so far -- and we learned about this subsequently when these things 
wore discussed -- as attacking and destroying the ore deposits at Lunea, or 
bringing then into British possession. 

All of these dangers were very much present and determinate factors in thé 
carrying on of the war. Aside from the fact that I told Hitler that the best 
thing for us wovld be to have strict neutrality on the part of Norway, I also 
called his attention to the dangers which would result to us from an occupatior 
of the Norwegian Coast and Norwegian bases, for there would have been lively 
nuval operations near the Norwegian Coast, and if we were to occupy these 
bases, England would try to hamper our ore traffic from Norway and battles coul 
result which we, with our inadequate supply of surface vessels, could not 
handlee 

Therefore, at that time I did zot make any proposal that we should occupy 
Norway or that we should obtain bases in Norway. I only did my duty in tellin; 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Wehrmacht about this grave danger which was 
thre tening us, and against which vc would have to use emergency measures in 
our defense. I also pointed out to him that operations for the occupation of 
Norwegian bases would be very expensive for us, and in the course of later 
discussion, I told him that wo might even lose our entire fleet, and I would 
consider ita favorable case if we were to lose only oneethird, something 
which actually did happen later one 

“hen, there was no reason for me to expect that on this occasion I would 
gain prestige, a point of which I hove been accused by the Prosecutions As a 
matter of fact, the exact opposite could result. 

DR. ME I should like to call the attention of the Tribunal to the 

that these things may be seen in documents which date from the time of th 

one of which is Raeder Exhibit Noe 69, of the 13th of January 1940. 

This document is a study, and it is claimed that this study is based on ¢ 


that if England were to have the bases in Norway, the situation would be 
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unbearable for the carrying on of thc German war, and such a situation could 
be prevented only if we got ahead of ngland by occupying Norway ourselvcse 
In the War Diary the saimo is set down as has just been testified 
to by the witness. 
In the same connection, I shov’:i like to refer to the document of the 
Prosecution, 66, GBe8l1, which may be found in British Document Book 10A, 
This document is dated 10 “anuary 1944, May I ask the Tribunal to 
judicial notice of the fact ti::+ therc, under “Weser Meneuver" 


nome for this action ee those explanations are set forth which 


just made. I do not wish to read a \f this since we woul 


one you 
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the intelligence service, gave me further reports about conditions 
Norway, and told me of reports which were circulating bout a 


the British, Later on. Schreiber wos my chicf collaborator in these 


+7 . 


Homwegian problens, and he showed a particular understanding for this specinl 
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I considered his expositions were 
I would try to arrange for him to re} 


reports would reach him directly. 
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MR. DOD D: Mr. President, with respect to the case of the 
defendant, SEYSS-INQUART, counsel for SEYSS-INQUART, and representatives 
of the Prosecution have been conferring with respect to his applic: 
for documents. We have agreed on a great number, but there are 
upon which we are uhable to agree. 

THE FRESIDENT: Twenty? 

ODD: Twenty. I think we 
if the Tribunal will set some time aside, 
Sir David has reminded me that the transl 
ahead with their translation work, 
THE PRESIDENT: Mr.Dodd, I think the best time 
ake it tomorrow morning at teno'clock. 
MR. DODD: Very well, Mr. President. It has been suze 


also that the case of SEYSS-INQUART precede that of VON 


[HE PRESIDENT: Very well, 

Q May I ask first when were the plans for the occupation of 
Norway drafted? 

A I can say that on the 
had with the Fuehrer on the lth of December in 1 
ordered that the O.Kelie should now 
it. The Fuehrer then had two more conferences 
and 18th of December where I was not present, 
ing to the directives was treated by ti 
was mace from the Document C-21, whic mentioned before. 
concede that the Study North on the 13th of January was 
SeK.S., and then in the course of January and 
January has been mentioned, the draft of a directive for the case 
was made, and that draft was made in the OoK.", and as expert for 
Navy Captain Krenke took part in it. 

The directive was received on the 1 March 1940, and was issued to 
the three branches of the armed forces, » & large number 


of reports had been received which could be used as a basis for the draft 
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also Game direct from Quisling, who sent them to the Fuehrer, and they 
concerned the preparatory work which had been dons by the Enzlish and 
the French, The Navy Attache “amering? was mentioned in the preparate 
jens which had been made in Norwegian ports for tne possibilities of 
landing, measurements of docks and the heighth of the bridges on Norvik 
and on the Swedish border for similar things. 

These reports came to us and showed us clearly that within 2 reason- 
able time a landing was intended. Besides, also politicsl reports renched 
us, and Hageling throu hg his connections in Norwegian circleshad 
received reports which in part came directly from the representative 
Hageling andmembers of the Government. 

All of these reports confirmed that the pretense of aid for Fin 
and Russia played a certain role, and the danger was discussed and con- 
sidered that England under pretense of aid for “inlard would consider 
a cold=hlooded occupation of Norway, That directive for the case of 
Nerway, therefore, came one the 1 “arch, was issued on the lst of March, 
and in the further course of the n 
ceived. In themeantime, the Altmark incident had occurred, 
reported by Hageling that the attitude of the Norwegian Commanier was 
such that one could say that the Norwegian ‘ie¢evernment ir. the case of the 
preparation by the English would only protest on paper, 

Q You said just now the directive of the lst of March, is this 
correct? The Prosecution from the Document 1409 quoted the order of the 
5th of March, That is an entry in the diary of Jodl, 1500 conferences 
about the case with the three Cemmanders in Chief, Field Marshal Sanaris 
who was more concerned before about it, How is it possible, Admiral, 
that Reich Marshal Geering had not been consulted at a time 
directive was issued? 

A I cannot explain that at all, I can*+-underviandat, TI had 
no authority to mea about it and I can't say why he wis act consulted, 

Q It is in a sense of eanspiracy, and hew is hat tae 


highest man in the Reich would not be ~in. tt«tron-the berinning2. Hasn't 


he ever spoken to you dhout that matter? 


Ve 
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e) 





i 0 


17 May-A=Fil-18=3 


Nd, not that I can remember, but that 
pecially sround the Fuehrer, one could 
Minister, Von Ribbentrop, also w 
end I had no authority to 
about these matters. 
Then I should like to have your position to the entry of Jvodl 
13th of March, in which he stated the Fuchrer had not given th 
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Yes, for study only. 
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Ae That is quite a regular ruse of war, thit warships carry . foreign 
lage A requisite for the legality of that rusc, however, is thit 


ment of an enemy action, the moment fire is opened, their ow flag has 


Opened in time. That his alweys been done in the Germen Navy, especially w 
our cruisers, which frequently sailed under a foreign flag to be taken 
chant ships, but who always heave lowered that fleg in time. 
of honor. But it must be added that in this case, 
on the 8th of September <= 
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that : o was a failure -= the alleviation of the defense of France did n-+t 
esult from it and so in that case of France, the failure which I had was th 


10 
econd reason which contributed later, that I asked for my dismissal becsuse I 
ld uct carry my plans throughe 
Now, I come to the next subject, where accusations are made arninst 
Me “hen did you hear for the first time that Hitler intended 
wage war against Russia, although he had concliided a noneageression pact 
with Russin? 
the summer of 1940, that is to SAY» 
July, Aueust, and Spetember, wo in the navy were very much concerned about proe- 
pnarations for a landing in England; th fo &S we were concerned, we 
did not even think that there covl¢ 
another direction. ough somebody from the army -- 
dugust, I hen from some army officer thn 
commandereinechief, that considerable troop transports were 
sked Hitler thereupon what that meant and he told me it was a magnificent 
camouflage of his landing intentions 
against it richt a 
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Decanber -= and I esannot the date exactly -- it did come 
that he admitted to me that he had certain intentions 

December, I held at lens Wo lectures -= the more important ono wis on the 2%: 
of September, in whicl I tried to convince him against any undertaking 
against Russia and at th .sion of the report which I made in tho pre 

Keitel and Jodl. I emphasized particularly the strategic military side; first, 
because I could do that in oll clarity and also in the presence 


and then because assumod that such military reasons -=- what the possibility 
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Q the directive 21, which is signed by Hitler, Keitel 
nothing to do with that, did you? 
A Inno way. 
But then after that, according to the directive, you executed some 
preparations. 
We had the first conforence in January, as can be seen from one 
ies in C-170, and we had reported to the Fuehrer on the 4th 
Februzry about cur intentions. The Navy then in March began with cort 
preperations, 
scid already before, that the Navy all theughout was not concerned with 
major operations but only with the cutting off of the Gul Finland, 
know whether that is in directive 21 or in some ot place Upon my urgent 
request the Fuchrer had ordered thst the center « f the nava bliarfere 


in the direction of fmgiand nsequently, we could use on 


forecs, relatively small force or the war ainst Russia. 
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ather understood that you hoped to finish by mid-day today. 
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taken up with your documents, 
xble to finish 
believe that I will need only about three quarters 
half hour and 
PRESIDENT: Tomorrow 
decuments of Seyss-Inquart, and we are told that will only lest 3U minutes, 


Tribunel adjourned until 18 May 1946, at 1000 hours.) 
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for transcript 17 May, Afternoon. 


STRIME OUT THE FIRST LINE ON PAGE 9855, which reads: 
"and what justificstion he had." 
ON THE SECOND LINE OF THE SAME PAGE, ADD: 
"Q" Having it read in entirety, 
Q I ask you to explain these words to us in such « 


as you understand theme 





